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Behavioural & social sciences study design
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Quantitative data. A cross-sectional sample of participants completed a waiting-for-answers task, rated questions on various
dimensions, and completed self-report questionnaires. A week later they had to recall the answers they had waited for. Analyzed
variables include binomial decisions and Likert scale ratings, all quantitative.

US based participants recruited through Amazon Mechanical Turk. This is a convenience sample, representative of the varied
population that uses MTurk, but not a sample representative of the US population. Median age 36, range 18-89; 2818 female. We
chose to recruit on MTurk due to ease and speed of data collection, as well as the high variability of participants in terms of
geographic spread, age, SES and other traits. This allowed us to measure across a wide spectrum of COVID-19-related motivational
states.

Random sampling. Data was collected twice weekly, on Mondays and Thursdays. Throughout weeks 2-5 of data collection, 400 new
participants were recruited on each day of data collection. In the last 3 weeks of collection this number was reduced to 300 per day
for budgetary reasons. During the first week of data collection we were setting up data collection infrastructure, and so participant
numbers were lower (652). Sample size on each day was not determined by statistical analysis. Instead, we opted for the maximal
sample size our budget allowed.

Participants completed the experiments at home, on their personal computers. Accordingly, no researcher was present at the time of
data collection, nor was there an interaction between participants and a researcher at the time of data collection, and so blinding is
non applicable.

Data was collected twice weekly, on Mondays and Thursdays, between March 11th and May 7th 2020.

6135 participants completed session 1. Four participants reported technical difficulties in the presentation of questions. Their data
was excluded from analysis. Data from 358 participants (5.84%) reporting less than perfect English language fluency, and 335
participants (5.46%) who interacted with other applications more than 5 times during the waiting or rating tasks were further
excluded from analysis. Following previous studies with the waiting task, we excluded data from participants who failed to respond
on more than 20% of trials (n=4, 0.07%), or whose mean response time was more than 2 standard deviations (SD) lower than the
group average (n=58, 0.95%). Overall, data from 5376 participants was included in analyses.

We do not have data regarding participants who chose not to complete the experiment. 71.48% of eligible participants from session
1 also returned to complete session two.

Participants were not allocated into groups. Order of blocks in the waiting task was determined randomly. Random allocation to
groups is not applicable since participants were not divided into groups in this study.




